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SUMMIT COLLAPSE — FORERUNNER OF A NEW SOVIET POLICY? 


In reviewing the collapse of the Summit Conference last month, experts on Soviet affairs 
here are coming to accept two amazingly simple conclusions. 


First, that the Summit failure was a major setback for Nikita Khrushchev's policy of 
universal disarmament. 


Second, that the Communists may have worn out the Summit Conference technique as a 
device to force Western concessions to Communist demands. 


The U-2 "spy plane" incident has been played up by some as a major cause of these 
results, but actually the Summit breakdown cannot be blamed or credited to any one event. 


It has been known here for some time, for example, that Red Army officers, some 
Politburo members, and the Red Chinese have not cared for Khrushchev's orders to cut down Red 
Army strength. 


Khrushchev hinted this at a reception in the Czechoslovak Embassy in Moscow on May 9 
when he said, "When we have reduced our armed forces to 2.4 million men, some time will pass 
and we shall think it over, and, presumably, we shall further reduce our army. Comrade Zhadov 
over there scratched his head — another reduction? No, this will not be done now, Comrade 
General, but later. We shall do this if the situation is favorable for such measures." 


Khrushchev ~— The Debater 


Khrushchev, who tends to think in terms of a debater, was using the ordered cutback in 
Soviet armed strength as proof that Communists are peace-loving and that the U.S. is not. 


Unquestionably, this argument has had great impact in some areas of Asia, Africa, Europe, and 
even in the U.S. 


The penetration of the U-2 as far as Sverdlovsk, in Russia's greatest industrial complex, 
gave the Red Army a powerful argument against Khrushchev's disarmament policy. Sverdlovsk, 
of course, is well inside Russia proper. Since the USSR is an Empire, ruled by Great Russians, 
chances are that if the U-2 had been brought down in one of the subjugated lands inside the 
USSR such as the Ukraine, Armenia, or Turkistan, popular reaction inside Russia would not have 
been quite so outspoken. 
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Apart from the pressures inside the Politburo and from Red China for a tougher policy 
toward the West, Khrushchev ran into a somewhat new set of circumstances when he arrived in 
Paris for the May Summit talks. 


On his arrival May 14, he declared, "The meeting among leaders of the Soviet Union, 
France, the United States of America and Great Britain, which is going to take place here, will 
have a great significance in international relations. We know each other fairly well through our 
previous meetings and | hope this will contribute to the success of our conference." 


But Mr. K Doesn't Understand U.S. 


Khrushchev's subsequent demands for a U.S. apology over the U-2 incident followed by 
excessive abuse of President Eisenhower disclosed that Khrushchev did not really know the temper 
of the American people, or comprehend the President's stand for "peace with justice." 


Since January 8, 1958, when Moscow first proposed this Summit meeting, Communists have 
been preparing world public opinion to favor certain specific Soviet objectives. Khrushchev 
noted them in a letter to President Eisenhower June 16, 1959. They included ending nuclear 
bomb tests, renouncing the use of nuclear weapons, creating an atom-free zone in Europe (by 
withdrawing all U.S. nuclear forces), signing an East-West non-aggression pact (thus under- 
mining NATO), banning the use of cosmic space for military purposes, liquidating military bases 
on foreign soil (by dismantling U.S. bases ringing the USSR), reducing foreign troops in Europe, 
signing a peace treaty with Germany (thereby turning West Berlin over to the mercies of the East 
German Communists). 


From Khrushchev's point of view, any successful discussion of these issues would mean 
major concessions from the U.S. and from France and Great Britain. In Moscow's view, such 
concessions would further peace. Any lack of success, on the other hand, could have been 
blamed on the refusal of the warmongering imperialists of the West to agree to reasonable propo- 
sals of the peace-loving Soviet Union. 


No Surrender Says U.S. 


Until the time of the U-2 "spy plane" incident, most of the cards at the Summit were 
stacked in favor of Khrushchev and against President Eisenhower. True, the free world had 
gained moral strength as the result of President Eisenhower's triumphant tours of Asia and Latin 
America. Nonetheless, on May 14 Khrushchev could still hope to force the West into a pattern 
of concessions. 


President Eisenhower's strong support of the need for U-2 "spy planes," the open attack 
against the Soviet Union's closed and secretive society, and his refusal to apologize for doing 
what is necessary to protect the free world, however, convinced Khrushchev that he could win no 
victories at the Summit. 


In a few moments Khrushchev saw two years of hard work and millions of rubles worth of 
propaganda for the Summit meeting on the verge of being wiped out. While Khrushchev thinks 
in simple peasant terms, often better understood by backward than by advanced peoples, he has 
the peasant's practical shrewdness. As politicians say, he tried to snatch victory from defeat by 
putting "the monkey on the other fellow's back." 


Victory From Ruin? 


By torpedoing the Summit in a dramatic way, he not only avoided further agitating Red 
Army leaders who are resisting further disarmament, but also the Red Chinese who don't like his 
policy of trying to defeat the West by negotiations, and a direct battle with Western leaders 
which he could not hope to win. He also hoped to undermine President Eisenhower's proven 


world popularity, and swing world opinion even more against the U.S. policy of overseas 
military pacts. 


This is exactly what Khrushchev tried todo. At a press conference in Paris on May°18, 
Khrushchev declared, "How can we take part in the Summit Conference when the side that has 
committed an aggression does not want to condemn it? . . . Wouldn't it be better to take the 
American imperialists by the scruff of the neck, give them a good shaking, and make them know 
they cannot commit such acts of aggression. . ." 


Almost overnight Communist propaganda outlets took up this line. The failure of the 
Summit was blamed on the U.S. Press, radio and public speeches attacked the U.S. for aggression 
against the peace-loving Soviet Union. 


Communists went even further. On May 20 in East Berlin Khrushchev promised to do 
nothing to "bring back the worst times of the cold war." He added, "Although reactionary 
powers blew up the Summit Conference in Paris, the next Summit Conference will take place in 
six to eight months." 


Agreement With Nikita A 1960 Campaign Issue? 


Not only did Khrushchev thus admit that he could win no concessions from President 
Eisenhower, but he also indicated that he hoped the next U.S. President would be less 
"reactionary" when it came to giving in to the Soviet Union. This apparent Communist intention 
to make agreement with the Soviet Union a major issue of the 1960 Presidential election campaign 
is of special concern to Americans. 


What change in Soviet foreign policy, if any, does all this portend? No change at all. 
We share with many peoples the fault of taking at face value the Communist statement that 
Communists' main policy is to relax international intentions. 


If this were true, the failure of the Summit Conference would mean a major personal 
defeat for Nikita Khrushchev. The unanimous support for his position at the Summit from Red 
China and from his colleagues in the Kremlin indicate this is not so. 


Moscow's overriding policy is wrapped up in the phrase, attributed to Khrushchev, "We will 
bury you." In Paris on May 18, Khrushchev declared categorically, "Ours is the right cause and 
we are following the correct road. We are steering toward Communism. We shall continue along 
this road under our Marxist-Leninist banner. We believe that you too will sooner or later follow 
in our footsteps. We shall not reproach you for being behind us. On the contrary, we shall help 
you and share our experience in socialist construction, which benefits the peoples of all countries." 


Aim Is The Same — Beat The U.S. 


Today, as in the days of Lenin, the principal Communist policy is to weaken and defeat the 
United States and its allies. Once this great deterrant power is incapacitated, the small neutral 
countries would have no course but to surrender to the internal Communist leaders who have 
Moscow's support. Communism — not peace as we understand it — is the Communist leader's 
only goal. 


Khrushchev, who calls himself a great Leninist and likes to repeat Lenin's phrases, used one 
on May 18 which has particular significance. Khrushchev suggested taking the Americans "by the 
scruff of the neck..." When Lenin used the phrase at a meeting of Communist Party secretaries 
in Moscow in November 1920, he said, "As soon as we are strong enough to defeat capitalism as 
a whole, we shall immediately take it by the scruff of the neck... ." Until then, Lenin coun- 
seled at another time, the Communist policy was to be one of "peaceful co-existence." 








On balance, Khrushchev's torpedoing of the Summit Conference last month represents no 
change in Communist policy. It represents a notable, if temporary, setback in Communist plans. 
But those looking for any marked change in Communist policy must keep their eyes on the 
balance sheet of free world strengths and weaknesses versus the strengths and weaknesses of the 
Communist bloc. This balance is the real key to top-level Communist policy toward the U.S. 
All else are skirmishes and incidents affecting this balance in our favor or theirs. 


WHAT'S HAPPENING TO THE STUDENTS? 


Within the past eight weeks small bands of students have caused riots and have shaken 
governments in countries all over the world. 


They toppled President Syngman Rhee from power in South Korea, brought a change of 
government in Turkey, caused a $250,000 riot in San Francisco, and created serious difficulties 
for President Eisenhower's visit to Japan. 


In all cases, a relatively small number of students have been in the forefront of the riots 
and demonstrations. But behind them have been numbers of adults enflaming their passiens and 
guiding the direction of their violent excesses. 


Not much detail is known here about the student activities in South Korea or in Turkey, 
but some is known of what happened in San Francisco, and this throws light upon what is 
happening to students — at least to the small minority of students who get involved in headline 
grabbing riots. 


To keep student activities in perspective, it is necessary to recognize that young people 
have certain characteristics which make them ideal material for spearheading mass demonstrations 
and even violent outbreaks. Young people like to be part of a crusade, a movement larger than 
themselves, with which they can identify themselves, and through which they can gain some 
degree of self-expression. Young people think more of the need to express themselves and dwell 
less upon the consequences of their actions than do adults. 


How To Start A Riot 


If you want to start a riot, one way is to enflame the minds of a few students, throw ina 
couple of agitators to keep things going, and let nature take its course, Outbreaks of more or 
less violence have broken out on school campuses from time to time. We have all been through 
them and their intent was usually innocent enough. 


Communists, who are master manipulators of people, know these characteristics of youth, 
and have consistently sought to exploit them to further Communist schemes. On February 2, 
Herbert Philbrick, a former FBI undercover agent in the Communist Party, testified to the House 
Un-American Activities Committee that "by propagandizing among young people, by telling 
them and by implying to them that this Committee or other Government committees are a threat 
to their free speech, they know that immediately the young person is going to respond. 


"Of course, not all young people are duped by such appeal," said Philbrick, "But 
always they are able to confuse a certain small number of young people, and, therefore, build- 
ing upon these appeals, they will exploit them still further." 


All this is background for what happened in San Francisco on May 12, 13, and 14. On 
these dates the House Un-American Activities Committee met in San Francisco to hold hearings 
on current operations of the Communist Party in Northern California. A small number of persons 
were subpoenaed to appear before the Committee. 


ve 


Wave of Protest 


Prior to the arrival of the Committee, a wave of protest sparked by such groups as the 
American Civil Liberties Union, the Lawyers Guild, and West Coast longshoremen was rolled up. 
Those subpoenaed formed themselves into the Bay Area Defense Committee. Another group, 
calling itself the San Francisco Citizens' Committee to Preserve American Freedoms, got into the 
fray. 


According to "National Guardian" (May 23), faculty members at the University of California 
at Berkeley and at San Francisco State College signed petitions against the hearings. Faculty 
members at San Jose State College and at Stanford University published protests. 


The "Daily Californian," a student paper, reportedly urged students to picket the Committee 
and to attend the hearings "to observe the tenor of what we feel to be in the truest sense 
‘un-American Activities.’ " 


Then, the real action began. As the hearing opened on May 12, a rally of some 1000 
people was held in Union Square called by the Berkeley Student Committee for Civil Liberties. 
There students were agitated by adult speakers, and thence marched to the City Hall where 
student picketing was already going on. 


Enter The Agitators 


About 200 people, mostly students, crowded outside the hearing chamber. They were 
denied entrance to the hearing. Later they began chanting, "Open the Doors." According to 
"National Guardian," Archie Brown, a longshoreman, demanded that the group be allowed into 
the hearing room. He and a few others were removed from the premises. 


Tension grew the following day when 200 to 250 demonstrators tried to push into the hearing 
room shouting, “Let us in." Fire hoses were turned on them and they retreated down the stairs 
where they sat and sang, "We will not be moved," until they were ejected from City Hall. 


On May 14 San Francisco Police Chief Thomas Cahill reported that the riot, as he called 
it, was caused by professional agitators. Police Inspector Michael McGuire identified two agita- 
tors as Archie Brown, a longshoreman, and Merrill Brodsky, an unemployed tile setter. On May 
‘5 San Francisco Mayor George Christopher estimated that the riot cost taxpayers an estimated 

250, 000. 


Significantly, very few students were involved in the violent stage of the demonstrations, 
and these evidently were egged on by professional agitators. The real intent of the demon- 
stration was disclosed by "National Guardian" as an attempt to "drive a spike in the Committee's 
coffin" by curtailing the investigations of the House Committee on Un-American Activities, or 
even to close it down altogether. 


Only The Reds Can Benefit 


Without assigning motives either to anyone involved in the demonstrations or to those 
reporting the riots in a favorable light, it can be deduced that the only people directly bene- 
fiting from any curtailment of the work of the House Committee on Un-American Activities would 
be the Communists who are being investigated. 


A question this student riot in San Francisco might well raise is how well are American 
students equipped to comprehend appeals to join in actions which will benefit the plans of the 
Communist Party. Herbert Philbrick testified that "the Communists know that our young people 
lack training and lack education concerning Communism. . . Hence, they know that young people 
are vulnerable to their attacks. 








"In other words, the Communists know that, if they can weaken or if they can destroy the 
loyalty of our young people in our country and all that it stands for, they will be a long way 
toward eventual victory over the United States and the free world." 


Student outbreaks in the United States and around the world pose a challenge to educators 
and to parents who want to preserve and strengthen a world in which men and women can enjoy 
individual political, economic, and religious freedom. 


POLITICS — HERE AND THERE 


Communists, who like to use such words as "Unity" and "Solidarity" to describe their way 
of life, also try to show pride in their form of "democratic" elections. 


Before "going to the polls" recently, Czechoslovakia's Communist National Defense 
Minister Lomsky summed up his Party's views: "The election campaign is beginning. It will not 
be a period of bitter political struggle as in capitalist countries, but a period in which we will 
assess the work performed, the successes achieved, and consider how to better fulfill the tasks 
facing us." 


What Lomsky did not say is that under the Communist rule of political conformity the act of 
voting is a mere exercise. It gives some citizens, perhaps, the feeling they are really taking 
part in governing themselves. 


Political campaigns, however, are serious affairs in Communist countries. They provide a 
period for intensified agitation and propaganda to persuade citizens they are living under the best 
of all possible political leadership and that by their own hard work in carrying out Party directives 
they will enjoy a steadily rising standard of living. 


Promote Unity At Home — Disunity Abroad 


Now, note the contrast. While Communists promote unity and harmony in their elections 
inside the Communist bloc, they seek to stir up controversy and bitterness in elections inside the 
United States. 


As Nikita Khrushchev intimated by his actions after the Summit collapse last month, he 
would like to project agreement with the Soviet Union as a major issue in our 1960 Presidential 
election campaign. U.S. Communists already are at work on this. Their magazine, "Political 
Affairs" (May 1960), praises movements which tend to persuade Americans to agree with Soviet 
policies, particularly on disarmament, banning nuclear testing, and admitting Red China to the 
UN 

But Communists are interested in other issues as well. One is an attack against the "Food 
Monopoly and Drug Trust" by groups concerned by such "problems as malnutrition and the use of 
poisonous additives, sprays and preservatives." 


"We would seriously encourage all such movements which tend in the anti-monopoly direc- 
tion," comments "Political Affairs," "for they, too, are some of the streams which must pour into 
the great anti-monopoly Niagara." 


Other Issues Involved 


Other issues approved and supported by Communists include "abolition of the House Un- 
American Activities Committee, abolition of state and federal loyalty oaths, review of the 
Sobell case, citizens' committees to watchdog police departments and receive complaints, 
abolition of capital punishment, endorsement of the Forand bill and adoption of either state or 
Federal health insurance plans available to everyone, and repeal of the Landrum-Griffin Bill." 


Some of these issues, at least, are supported by non-Communists of various persuasions. The 
Communists' attitude toward them is reported here as a matter of fact and as reflecting no opinion 
as to their merits or demerits. Communists for their own reasons believe favorable actions on these 
issues will further their own political strategy. 


In general terms, their stated strategy is to defeat opponents of Soviet foreign policies and 
opponents of expanded domestic Communist activities in the 1960 elections; to develop a united 
front movement against "monopolies," the front to be made up of workers, farmers, negroes, small 
businessmen, housewives, and intellectuals; to build an independent political party on the basis 


of the anti-monopoly united front and use this party as a vehicle to gain political power in the 
United States. 


In view of Khrushchev's position following the Summit failure, it can be expected that the 
major Communist effort will be to make agreement with the Soviet Union on the peace issue, a 
deciding factor in our 1960 elections, tying the peace issue with attacks against "monopolies." 


KHRUSHCHEV AND THE CAPTIVE NATIONS 


A most revealing dispatch came from Moscow on July 31, 1959. It announced that the 
American "Captive Nations Week" had ended in failure. As proof, the Communists suggested 
that by the time the Week ended, none of the so-called "captive nations" had revolted. 


Nonetheless, few activities of the U.S. Congress have touched such a soft spot in the 
Kremlin's armor. Nikita Khrushchev, Agriculture Minister Matskevich, and many Communist 


propagandists attacked the resolution for a "Captive Nations Week" as if the idea itself were a 
deadly enemy. 


This is true, and it is worth mentioning as we approach a second "Captive Nations Week" 
next month. This resolution dramatized the fact that Russian Communists rule a vast area composed 
of peoples of other nations. There are Ukranians, Belorussians, Azerbaijanians, Armenians, 


Georgians, and many others inside the USSR, as well as Poles, Czechs, Hungarians, and others 
in the East European satellites. 


Captives Resist Russian Rule 


Proud as all people are of their native lands, these peoples resent being ruled by Russians. 
And this fact is one which the Russian Communists try to conceal under the deceit of saying that 
these countries are ruled by governments of their own choosing. 


"Captive Nations Week" takes advantage of the Russian Communists' weakest point, and, 
thus, constitutes one of our strongest countermoves against the fantastic volume of Communist- 
made anti-American propaganda around the world. 


Without the wealth of nations inside and outside the USSR which the Russian Communists 
have captured, Russia would be a second or third rate power even today. And, as some say, the 
Russians themselves are captive peoples of the Moscow Communists. 


Let's tell the world about it. 


STRAWS IN THE RED WIND 


A NEW TEXTBOOK, "Foundations of Marxism-Leninism," has been issued in the Soviet 
Union. The book, which generalizes the experiences of the Russian Revolution and the Communist 
revolutions which followed World War II, is being presented as a guide to successful Communist 


revolutionary activities in other countries of the world. The book is now being translated into 
English. 
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RED CHINESE BOSS MAO TSE TUNG is spending much of his time these days receiving 
guests from Africa, Asia and Latin America. During May his guest list included "public figures 
and peace champions" from Somaliland, Senegal, Sierra Leone, and the Sudan, Algeria, Morocco, 
Zanzibar, the Congo, Chile, Colombia, Costa Rica, Ecuador, Argentina, Brazil, and Peru. 

With the Latin Americans Mao talked about their “common enemy, U.S. imperialism" and prom- 
ised that in solidarity with Cuba and Red China other Latin American countries could throw out 
the Yankees. 


SPANISH COMMUNISTS have issued an appeal for a rural strike for better farm wages 
just before harvest time. The Party advises the unemployed to carry out demonstrations outside 
the rural brotherhoods and councils, and urges the formation of “unity committees" to lead these 
demonstrations and strikes. Asa final word, the Party urges that these demonstrations be carried 
out peacefully. 


MOSCOW PEOPLE'S FRIENDSHIP UNIVERSITY ANNOUNCES IN "Pravda" that some 
2,000 applications to study in the USSR already have been received from young people in 72 
countries. Enrollments in the first class this year will be limited to 500, but plans are to expand 
enrollment to 3,000 to 4,000 foreign students in four year's time. 


THE AFRO-ASIAN SOLIDARITY MEETING in Conkary, Africa, in April passed some 
highly illuminating resolutions. Among them: "the anti-imperialist struggle is an inseparable, 
integral part of the campaign to safeguard world peace, and. . . as long as there is imperialism, 
it will be impossible to have true peaceful co-existence." Other resolutions: U.S. imperialism 
is the "most heinous common enemy of the people of all Asian and African countries"... 
the U.S. must withdraw its armed forces from South Korea. . . establishment of military bases 
and blocs in Asia and Africa is condemned. 


The All-American Conference to Combat Communism serves as a meeting ground and 

clearing house for some fifty national women's, youth, religious, professional, civic, 

fraternal and veterans’ organizations. The Conference is non-partisan, It dissemi- 

nates objective information about Communist intentions and tactics to guide member 

organizations in their efforts to preserve freedom, The Conference also sponsors Know 

Your America Week each year to promote greater knowledge of our country and the 
principles for which it stands. 


"“EREEDOM'S FACTS AGAINST COMMUNISM" available for $3.00 per year. 
Rates for bulk orders available upon request. Please note organizational 
affiliations when making subscription requests. 


Permission to quote all or any part of Freedom's Facts is granted 
if context is preserved and credit given. 





